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ABSTRACT , • 

The physical barriers in icbile hoaes were reaoved, 
and iiodiflcatipns aade, to accoModatc wheelchair stndents. These 
selected students were tested to deteriine Fsychcloglcal factors 
Irhich Bight be iaportant inttaobile hose livi-ng. results of 

personal inter vie HS> psychological tests and persbcal ctservaticn 
indicated that the physical surroandicgs and physical adjcstaent go 
hajid in hand with psychological ad jostaent. The nature arc range of 
personal probiess decreased as a resnlt of aobile hcae living for the ' 
students (»=10) in the study; The direction of the stud] las such 
t||at all students felt very strongly that they profited ftca the 
jexp^rlei^ce in independent living. There were aoxe people visiting 
thea in the aobile home than in the dorwitory, while the effect on 
grades was aixed. Overall, the participants rated tfce experiaent a 
success. (iuthor/BN) 
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^ Biirpose ; 

The purpose of this study was to investigate the psycho- 
logical factors considered important to orthopedically handi- 
capped students, restricted to wheelchairs, living in mobile 
homes on the St. Andrews Presbyterian College campus. Under-- 
"x^tandably, these psycholc^gical factors would be complex in - 
nature and therefore many approaches were used. These approaches 
include the following: personal interviews at intervals of • 

L ' 

thr§e to four months, psychological tests which might have an 
importance in determining the nature of the adjustment to 
miobile home 'living, and factors such' as change in self-concept 
and 3elf-conf idence. Also, observation' was sytematically done 
to determine the effects of mobile home living on handicapped 

students. This study applies only to college students due fo 

» ' - . » ■ 

the selected population which was studied. 
plan of the Study ; 

flrhfe plan of the study w^s to compare the disabled students, 
restricted to wheelchairs ^ who were living in njdbile homes with 
a, control group living in the dormitories at St. Andrews Pres- 
b^erian College. This direct approach proved to be impossible, 
as finding students to form a matched pair m a very smaPl pop- 
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ulation presented severe problenis. Among the mo^e. difficult 
problems were matching as to the important variables, including 
se*, time of injury or birth defect /the amount of handicap and 
psychological adjustment as measured by representative psycho- 
logical instruments. In order to secure a control group the 

9 

data from a study which was completed in 19^1, Urie, Student ' 
Aides for Handicapped ^Collfeqe Students was used. Also included 
were, a few additional, students who attended St. Andrews Pres- 
byterian 'College after the'study was completed. They were 
included Because they represented complete data, and had 
similar ^andicapping conditions to the persons in the mobile 
home study. Another group of students was selected^rom this 
St. Andrews Presbyterian College study group^ because th<^ 
psychological ahd physical factors were sa very close to the 
ten students who comprised the mobile home study group. The 
projefct students lived in mobile home units on the st.^ Andrews 
Presbyterian College campus for varying. lengthy of, time ^ and 
therefore in or^^ to obtain a sample ^ize that was not too 

small they were considered as one group; that is, if any 

■J ^ / " . ' 

. , ■» . ■ » 

effects were to be demonstrated^ tljey ishould be demonstrated , 
regardless of length of time spent in the mobile homes. 
The student^ in the mobile home study ocdupied the mobile homes 
from four months to a complete school yej^r. -Had the time of 
stay been longer than this, two years or more, it is possible 
that different areas would have appeared in their psychologi- 
cal adjustment. In order to control for the effects of St. 
Andrews Presbyterian College environment, the- control groups 
were Qompa red with the mobile home resident?, and the mobile ' 



home residents also became their own control group. The inter- 
views proved to be one of the most valuablfe features of the 
entire psychological study, because many of the changes that 
were noted in the psychological instrxanents, were verified in . 
the interviews. (see Appendix A) The rndbi^e home group, / and 
the handicapped population of St. Andrews Presbyterian College 
students were compared on* psychological tests^ as* to changes 
over a period of time .for both groups, and accordingly pre- 
ai^d-p^st-^test measures were used in both cases. 

in preparation for the study, the following action was 
taken: (1) A questionnaire was prepared and mailed to eight 
individuals who were both pl>ysically handicapped and restricted 
to wheelchairs, and who resided in mobile homes. Of this group, 
six returned the questionnaire with complete answers. (2) A 
literature search was conducted by mailing to the American 
psychological Association a form requesting all research re- 
lated to the psychological effects of living in a mobile home 
for the handicapped. This is a search of Psychological ^ 
Abstracts from 1967 to the present. This search yielded no 
references. 

There are some studiea which, although not directly related 
to mobile home living, do have important implications in this 
study. One such study is the Highland Heights Experiment which 

used essentially a Health and Social model in its approach and 

■tf . . -J ' 

in many ways cannot be applied to the present study. However, 

there ale some important findings in that study which do have 

direct bearing on the present study. Conclusion ''C" on page 67 

^ of the Highland Heights Experiment Report, ''The present ' short 



term impact; study has also left unanswered important qyesti'bns 
of how persori's'with different types of functional disabilities 
respond' to residency in Highland Heights. , N[or have the dif-' 
ferei^tial effects of a variety of types of conventional hous- 
ing of persons with different types of functional disabilities 
been investigated'*. Tliis is impo3;tant for our present study 
^Decause mobile homes present one approach to the problem of 
modifying housing and x'€s effects for a range of functional 
disabilities .* The question of conclusion "D" on pages 68-69 
cannot be satisfactorily answered by this study because of its 
small sample size. It is not known, at this time^ whether -or 
not all of, our physically disabled. students could profit 'from 
the mobile home experience, or if the ones who were selected 
actually were the ideal ones who could receive^ the maximum 
benefit from the experience. Conclusion "E*'.of the Highland 
Heights Experiment, page 69 states, "The short term study of 
ttighlaj^d Heights has had a positive impact on the health and 
well-being of its residents". The present study has verified- 
the conclusion stated above, although our population was youngfer 
than the Highland Heights population and was enrolled in college 
during the length of the ^tudy. 

Dunn (1976) points to a very important' consideration for 
this/study. "Dif f e^rences in the psychological adjustment be- 
tween persons V7ho have varying degrees of disability have been 
noted: it appears that those whose disabilities -^are less 
severe iriay experience greater psychological problems due tic 
their more marginal position between the 'world of the physi- 
cally normal majority" and the * world of the physical .is- 



" ablfed minority^. But pethaps the finding of greatest import 
^ -is that an individual's response to rehabilitative treatment is 
determined more by the attitudes they hold toward themselves,. 
!• e., their self-concept, than by their degree of physica^l 
y disability." 'The .itnportance of this statement ' comes from an 
understanding that .individuals vho entered the mobile homes in 
this present project brought with them qejrtain concepts about 
themselves and these self-concepts have an important bearing 
'^^^Nipon the impact that the. mobile home experience had. upon them. 

Factors that were not investigated in this present study, 
but may„ have^n important bearing in directions ^f or future 
research are as follows: (1) Does the age at which the person 
is injured have any effect upon their adjustment to mobile 
hopie living: (In our very preliminary attempt to answer this 
question, the answer appears to be that it does have^ a very 
important impact upon personal adjustment.) (2) Would students 
who are severely disabled and in wheelchairs show as much or 
more' improvement in their overall self-concept and independent 
living if they lived in modified apartments off campus? (This 
obviously would have been the ideal centred group, but this 
simply could not be done, there are not enough apartments that 
have been architecturally modified to accomiuodate the number 
of students in this project.) (3) Would students have expe- 
rienced more changes in self-concept' and independence had they 
beep permitted to stay a longer period of time in the moiJile 
home? 

Other studies have shown that the self-concept is an im- 
/ portant consideration fot the physically disabled such as . 
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Breslin (1968) , Dunn ^967), and Smits (1964) . " These studies 
and others have shown that the self-concept of the severely 
disabled studant is different from the average student in 
college, and Urie (1971) also demonstrated this in the St. 
An&ews Presbyterian Colle^ge Study. The conclusion is: 
studying any group of disabled population, the appropriate 
population for comparison is a similar group of handicapped ' 
students and therefore the published normative data for the 
psychological measuring instruments should not be used. Of 
the eight persons in wheelchairs living, in mobile homes re- 
ferred to earlier in this report, six returned the questionnaire 
with complete information. By far the most outstanding pro- 
blem cited was the lack of physical modification in the mobile 
homes for these indivi<iuals . Other factors were the remote- 
ness or nearness of neighbors, and the mobile . home, community 
itself*. 

The two groups of fifty persons represent somewhat di^f- 
fereht populations of St. Andrews Presbyterian College 
students for comparison with the mobile home study group. 
The St. Andrews Prqsbytrfrian College Mbbile Home Study ^Group ^ 
consisted of five males ^nd^five females with complete and 
usable data. All of the stu(^y data is related to St. Andrews 
Plcesbyterian College students for^he samples of fifty students 

and the sample of ten students. . .r 

^ ■ * 

The following scales were administered to the St. Andrews 
Ptesbyterian College Mobile Home Study Group: (1), "The Tennes- 
see self-Concept Scale (Fj^tts, 1965): . The Adjective .check- 
list (Gough, 1965); (3) The Handicapped Ij^roblems Inventory 



(Wright, I960)'; and (4) The Activities of Daily Living (Katz, 
1963) • Ini addition, periodic interviews vere conducted with 
thi mobile home project individuals in orfler to obtain s\ab- 
jective reports of adjustment p]qoblems lahd progress. 

Discussion :. . 

Table I presents the results for the Handicapped .problems^ 

— ■ ' « ' , 

Inventory. The total scor^, although not significant statis^ 

tdcally, decreased from 50.90. to 43.10. This is important in 

showing that while the individual lived in the mobile hoijje, th^ 

number of p/oblems, checketi decreases . ^^^his is some indication 

^that^the individual was^ecomipg somewhat less sensitive to 

the handicap and not experiencing! as many problems with .it^ 

(This is also donfirmed by the interviews.) < The vocational, ^ 

family, and social areas remained essentially the .same; the 

personal area showed decline of 4.3 points w>.ich, although not^ 

signijf icant , indicates that mobile home living was having an 

effect on the person's perception of a wide variety of other 

factors and will be discussed in the interview section. In a x 

t 

comparison of the Tennessee Self -Concept of the original , , 
selected sample. of handicapped as indicated in Table II, there 
is very little difference between^ our sample ana the original- . 
group witri the foJLlowing exce]^tions: Family .Self is lower for 
the mobile home group. This may;be an indication i;hat they 
felt themselves to be .less adequate as family members than the 
originaL->g^mpleV although both means are well within the normal 
range of' scores. Total .variability/is less for the molDile 
home sample, probabl^f due to the fact that' they w^re somewhat. 
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more homogeneous than the -original sample and generalixweW 
older than the original sample. Column Variabilit y was _ aJLso 
significantly different for the t^o groups, again reflecting 
more consistency in the mobile home sample. The use of. foxor, 
two ^ and one (response categories^ as opposed to five is indi- 
cative that the mobile home sample felt less sure of themselves 

.tended to describe themselves in more negative terms or 
res^^ses. The mobile homq group was somewhat better adjusted 



overal^as indicated on the general Maladjustment Scale and the 
Personality Integration Scale. In general we had a grojip who 
were somewhat more negative about themselves as they entered 
the experiment, felt less positive -about feing a family member, 
and generally were slightly Better adjusted than the original 
sample. First, we compare "^efore and after" self-views of 
the students entering the mobile home project and leaving the. 
mobide home project. This comparison is found in Table III. 
They show very little change, and although statistically not 
significant, there are a number of interesting results. For 
example, i^r\ the Total positive Score, the laean increased from 
333.39 to 338.89, which suggest that the igroup was feeling more 
.positive about themselves After having been in the experiment 
than they did }^fore. The Personal Self also, shows a slight 
increase which was confirmed by the Handicapped Problems * 
Inventory. Column Variability declines in a statistically 
significant way, which indicated a greater correspondence ih 
self-perception of the individual selves than that which was , 
indicated when they entered the project. Because of some 
additional date, added .to the original Sample, the next group 



comparison is based »upon fifty subjects rather than the on- % 
ginal forty-one* The Pre-test group shows about the same 
differences on the Tennessee as the study pre«^in^<his one 
'and the data are presented \in Table IV. What is interesting- 
about this is that although students were Jiot selected for thi^ 
mobile home project on the basis of their original ^psychqlogi- 
cal adjustment, the project group was slightly better adjusted 
than the control group of fifty subjects. Part of this ii^ay be 
due to the small sample size, or in part it may be due to the 



fact that mobile home participants are somewhat more adventurous 
than the average handicapped student at St; Andrews , Presby- 
terian College. 

The next' step is to cOTnpare the post-test Tennessee Self- 
Concept for the sample of fifty with the mbbile horte group and 
this is what the post-testing represents. Here we see about 
the ^same difference indicating that the mobile, home living 
experience did not change the overall handicapped ^post'-group 
controls. The mobile home students- remained better integrated 
than those who had spent four years living in a traditional 
St. Andrews Presbyterian College pattern. « Table, IV presents 
the data for the Pre-and-Post-Test Adjective Checklist fbr. 
Mobile Home group. There are not statistically significant 
changes in the scores from the first testing period to the 
last. Some- areas do show very slight gains /from one testing 
to the next, self-confidence remains a^prdkimatSly the same, 
and there is very slight change in^±he scotes for self-control.. 
The interviews v;e^e very interesting in th^t some things in 
the tests cited above were beginning to reflect, and, under 



• 'longer conditions would probably reflect in a statistically ^ 
Significant way. TKere were differences in the two general 
^^oiips that occupied the mobile homes. The first group knew 
each other quite well, and^had already^fojrrae^ sothe^^ohds for 
establishing a social coraraunity in- the location of the mobile 
homes* The second group did not have this common social ^ 
experience of knowing each other and therefore had\:o depend 
more on the aide or pe r»s on s coming to visit- them than the . 
first groxip. The first group had established friendships 
longer ahd as a ^sult had far more visitors in their stay 
than. the second group. Possibly some o^ this is due to the^ 
length of stay of th4 first group of students on the campus 
since nearly all of t&em were seniors. The interviews also ^ 
reflect all of this. The' second group felt more lonely and 
isolated' and with less f riendships/&nd less opportunity to 
entertain than the first group. The first group generally 
looked forward to the experience of living in a mobile ,tj2ipme; 
the second group did not look forward to the experience as 
much. In every. case in 'the interviewaT^ the individuals 
reported positive gains in their self-confidence 'and emphasized 
again and again how much iridependence they felt as a result of 
\. the experience. For example, '^"I found thAt I could do things 
that I never thought I could do, and I found out that I really 
can cook". This statement from a male vho was expressing 

* / 

- something that .was common to the students, namely that they 
V were exploring and trying new things that were not necessary 
in the dornitory or could be done by someone else. In many 

■ ^ I 

ways this experience was very new territory for all of them. 
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The nuniber of hours spent in household chores varied from four 
iibui;s per WeJC' to'sexteen hours per weeOi. The males spent far 

'l^ss time in meal prepj^ration than^ the females and less time 
in housework* \^he mean for household chores was eight hours, 
for cooking the time ranged f rcOT four hours per week to a 
maximum ojE twenty, with the mean being about fi^een hours', x 
The moJ^e severely handicapp^ reported longer hours which cdtlld 
be expected/ . ' . ' . ^ 

^ Are grades affected by time taken for other duties? 

The universal answer from all participants was tha^ were^ not. 
They would have spent time doing ot'h|*r tfjiings. Because of 

^ many variables such as the difficulty of purses, the number • 
of courses/ and the instructors, five students increased in * 
grade point averages, three, students decreased and two students 
remained about the same. Thus, living in mobile homes did not 
have* a bearing upop the students' study habitjs. Those conclu- 



sions come ^rorrv subjective interviews as well as^he grade 
point data. TThat is important' is that the otganization of 
time which a' student^ brings to the mobile rf^e will be the 
same organization of time -that is used m the dorm , or else- - 
whete. '^students generally tbok on. ijiore household Chores such 
^as sweeping, cooking, washing dishes, and other things. Most 
of them .reported that they enjoyed doing things^or themselves 
and felt confident that they could do them again, given the 
oppprtunity. None of the students felt that 4ifie^"rripbile home 



experieitee was, anything more than temporary ,* and would^^j^^fer 
-to live on a 16ng term basis eiH:her in a house or an apartment, 
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As far as safety was ooncerne^, the^ felt^safe in the 

• ■ ' ••• ■* . V .".v % . ^- . , " 

ihobil^ horn©', and felt ,proJ:ec ted as welj^as they could bel ' 

• < ■ O"' " / ' ■ ' * • ^ f 

(There was^^ctually very little reporting of fear of any kind 

Other thdn the usual JicadSrnic fdarsO All of the group was 

very pqsitjive dbpiit ' the total experience and wou^ do it again 

if 'th4*oppoif t unity presented Itself. v / ^ ■ 



Co'nolusions ; . ,^ ^ • - ^ . . 

Students genej?ally felt that they prof it^d ^eiiy much l^rdm \ 
the experience . We had one- married couj^le in the expteriment , 
the husband is the handicapped ank the wife able-bodied/ and 

: ■ i 

they reported that their experience was very worthwhile. The 
wife adjusted to the changing conditions very quickly and 
learned to do things more efficiently according to her own 
report • 

.The major feeling was one of independence for the persons 

' f ' 
±n the project^, a few had problems with self-discipline in 

getting everything done that needed to be done, but most of 

them adjusted, to st\ie experience very well and considered it 

very worthwhile. Some students dntered the experiment with a 

degr^e^ of anticipation of ^ new experience, others "Te It that 

the change would be greater than they had anticipated and after 

a- few days were well ad justed^ to their different existence. 

Some^of them missed the social life of the dorm, b'ut^his was 

to a certain extent compensated for by frequent vxjsits of 

friends.^ Although no formal study was made of the small com^ 

munity itself, most of the students reported that there was a 

great deal^of compatibility between themselves and othfers in 



the* project. When there was "a problem it ivsuaily was between 



* the handicipped person and the aide living with them, and this 
probjlera was rare ^nd usually settled quickly^ ■ 

. Generally, the subjective reports- indicated that the prc- 

• < . ' • . ' . ■ V • / 

ject was worthwhile, ^^d given an /additional opportunity, the 
students would particii>ate again* ; ^ ^ . 

Because >son\e pf the project students h^tve not graduated 
frQm St. Andrews:^ presbyt^arian Collegj^, a follow-up will- aon- 
tinue as to thfeir living conditions afui^employment . • 

A final conclusion indicated by this study is that phy- , 
sical and psycholdgical factors are\closely related; if the 
physical barriers are removed, the psychological adjustment 
factors^ become much easier to deal with. 



/ 
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TABLE I 



TITLR: COMPAHISJON OF MOBILF. IIOMK 
PROJECT PARTI Ctl'ANTS ON THE 
HANDICAPPED ~PROBLEMS> INVENTORY: 

'PREiANp POST-TEST 

■ > . . \ ^ ' 

'^=ld " N=10 

Pre-Tesfc?»> Post-Test' 



I 

'■.■) ■ ■ 

TOTAL 


' ■ '■1 . 
*Mean 


S.D. ' ' 


Mean 


S.D. 


■ *^ 
' II*. II 


50.90 


, 31.40 


43.10' ^ 


-r7v7i . 




VOCATIONAL 


8.30 


10.07 


8.20 


6.23^ 


.03 




MILY 


12.00 


9. "20 


'9.70 


7.42 


.62 


I " 

PERSONAL 


18.90. 


10.50 


14.60 


11.33 


.88 


SOCIAL 


"11.70 


9.12^ 


10 . 70 


7.80 . 


.26 



Comparison of h^pbile Home 
Pr-Oject Participant^ from 
Prertesting to Post-Testing 



it', 

r . 
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STUHKNTS AT ST. ANDUKWS nnvSIWI AN COI.UitfK 
WITH MOBIl.l; IIOMi; I'AiniCll'ANT.". (IN TIIK 
. TENNESSEE SELF-CONCEPT I'RE-TESTINC 
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V 



N»50 Pre 
Means S*D. 's 



^ N=10 Pre 



MeanB 



tt^ tt 



Self-Crltlcl3m 




5.88 


1 .08 


5. 36 


1 7 c 
1 . / J 


True/False . 


1.09 


.23 


1.08 


.18 


.06 


Net Conflict v 


-0.63 


11,34 


) 0.10 


9.15 


-.19 


Total Conflict : 


31. 9A 


•9.44 


26.90 


8.45 


1.56 


total Positive ' 


: 346.75 


26.10 


338 . 89 

'■ ^ — 


23.84 , 


.88 


Identity, / . 


127.33 


■ 8.,66 


121^60 


:8.37 


. 1.92 


<«e1f-Sal^iB fact ion 

_ \ ^ 


106,84 


'13. 18 


107.70 


11.19 

• * 


-.19 : 


Behavior > 


? ' ' 

llz.ZD 


SI. 32 


^ 109.50 


7*A1 


^ *85 


Physical Serf \l 


65.65 


6.21 


67.30 


6.16 


-.76 - 


Moral-Ethical Self / 




, 8.19 


67.80 


. 6.98 


1.20 


Personal Self 


66.89 


— c o4 — — 
5.87 


68.60 


^.66. 


* - .88 


Family Self 


72.65 


7.33 


. 67.20 


«.37 


2.09* 


.Social Self 


70.95 


6.92 


68.00 


.^6.75 


1.2<i ^ 


Total Variability 


47.04.^ 


12.11 


36.60 


10.13 


2 . 55** 


Coluinn variaDxlity 




0. MO 




0.0/ \ 


7 11 

J . J. J. 


■ ' — ^ — ' ' — 

T9^»m irM«>4 1 4 

Row variaDility 


lo . /I 


-) . 70 


1 ^ Art 


/. \ 
*4 . Jo \ 


1 7*1 
J. . / J 


uxsLrxDutxon 


X JL U . OM 




1 (19 An 

JLU Z . M U 


1 A SA 
J.D . ^0 


1 79 




J. u . ^ / 


7 . DO 


1 0 ^ sn 


0 . t\j 


\ 1.77 


IMO* «# 0 

- ' * 








7 1 S 


\ -3.09** 


No. 3's ^ 


19.75 i 


/8.36 


19.40 


6.75 ' 


\ ■ ',.13 


No. 2's' 


16.99 


•7.14 

f ^ — 


26.50 


6 .00 


\-3.92** 


No. I's • ' 


19.26 


8.59 


11.30 


4.94 


\2.82** 


defensive Positive 


52.53^ 


' 8.38 


55.20 


9 . 35 


V.90 


General Maladjustment 


^ 97.41 


6.80 


91.70 


8.34 


2\.33** 


Psychosis 


.47.43 ' 


7.04 


49.80 


.4. -66 


-l\02 


Personality Disorder ^ 


■ 74.40 


il.95 


73.00 


'■,'J2.04 


.^4 


Neurosis 


83.24 


-7.95 


84 . 70 


9.13 




Personality Integration 


10.16 ^ 


3.67 


13.00 


5.27 


-2.0^!^* 


No. of Deviant Signfe*** 


' y ■ \ 



1 , 



*Slg. at .05 Level 
**Slg. at .01 Level 
**.*Not Scored on Selected Group 
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A v<uru'Ai\i.3i/n ' ur iiic rivDi^^i' mini', rnu.ir.t^i i aiv i lui. tan i£> 
ON THE TKNNES'SKi: SI-I,F-amc.KPT SCALR 

PRE AND POST TliSTlNO ( • 

\ TABLE 111 ■ 



N=10 





VMefindi 


S.D.'fl 




S.D. 's 




"Seif-Critlcisn 


35.80\ 


7.17 


33. 9P 


.5.36 




Xtue/False 


1.07\ 


.24 


1.09 


.18 


1 . 68 • 


Net Conflict 


-1.-20 \ 


13.00" 


0.10 


9.16 


-.26 


Total Conflict 


50.80 


9.92 


-26.90 r 


8.45 


.95 


Total Positive 


333.39 ' 


. 35 . 26 


338.89 


23,,8A 


-.41 


Identity 


170 AO 






O.J/ 




oel<i-S4t is faction 


104.90 


■ — 1 — 1 

15.43 i 


107.70 


11.19 


-.46 


Behavior 


TD8.10 


12.13 \ 


f 

, 109.60 


7.41 - 


, -.33 


Physical Self * 


64.40 


r. 3 4 


67.30 


6.16. 


-.96 


Moral-Ethical. Self 


69 . 10 


7.4& . 


67.80 


- 6199 


.40 


Personal Self 


65.90 


8.81 


68.60 ' 


3.65 


.89 


Family Self 


66.70 


.11.53 


67.20 


8.37 


-.11 


Social Self 


1 67 . 10 




m DO . \J\J 


D . / ^ 


- 18 


Total Variability 


46.90 


14.05 


36.60 


10.13 


1.86 


Column Variability 


27.40 


8.84 


19. 30 


8.87 


2.04* 


Row Variability 


19.50 


6.29 


15.40 


4.37 


, 1.69 


Distribution 


107.30 


13.78 


102.40 


16.56 


.72 


No. 5-s 


15.00 


7.91 


" 1 

10.50 


8.70 


1.21 


No. ^ 


26.80 


6.05 


3-2. 30 || 


1 - 


;rl^85___ 


No. 3'*s 


19.70. 


7.68 


19.40 






No. 2*s 


24,90 


7.52 


26.50 


4 


-.53 


No. I's 


13.70 


6.64 


11.30 


I I; . 94 


1.01 


Defensive Positive 


50.90 


10.^2 


55.20 


A 9.35 


-.95 


General Maladjustment 


89.-70 


11.20 


91.70 


8.34 




Psychosis 


51.70 


7.45 


.49 . 80 


1^4.66 


.68 ^ . 


Personality D^sardpr 


71.90 


12.47 


73.00 


'•12.04 


.-.20 


Neurosis 


81.70 


10.95 


84.70 


9.13 




Personality Integration 


12.30 


4.37 


13.00 


5.27 


-.32 


No:; of Deviant Signs 


8/80 


7.06 


9.20 


7.46 


-.12 



*Slg. at .05 Level 
**Slg. at .01 Level 



ERIC 



COMPARISON 01- ST. ANDKKWS PKKSHYTKKl AN COl.U-CF. llANUl CAI'lJi-D 
STUDENT SAMI'Lr. W I rtl MOUII.I' IIOMi: I'ltO.lliCT rAKTlCirANTS 
ON THE TENNESSE SELF-CONCEI'T PRE-TE^T 

TABLE IV 





N«50 
Means S:d. *n 


> 

- Mc;ins^ ^ 


/ N-]0 
S.IX. '8 




Self-criticism 


37.64 


,5.90 


' — [ — ; 

35V«t) 


7.18 


.8r V', 


True/False^ 


1.05 


.27 


• , 1.07* 


.24 


-.20\ 

. ^ 


Net Conflict 


-1.46 


12.52 


— '-^r~r^ 

-1.20 


13.00 




Total Conflict / 


31.06 


7.72 


30.80 


9-. 92 • 


^J'-.09 


Tdtui Positive 


339 


30.57 


333.39 


35.26 7 


.53 


Identity 


12 3.; 78 


10.92 . 


120 .%0 


13.98 


^ .85 


Self-Satlsfactlori . 


103.94 


13.84" 


1(^4 .'90 


15.44' 


-•20 ; 


Behavior % 


lll.lA 


1Q.23 


108.10 


^ 12.13 


^ , .83 


Physical; Self 




6.42 


.64.40 


7.34 


.23 


Moral-Ethical Self ^ 


68.52 


8.28 


M in 


7 An 


- 21 


rersonoX oexx 


65.29 


( 7.22 


c li on 


o.ol 




Family Self 


71.09 


8.84 


66.70 


11. 52 


1. 36 


Social Self 


69.79 


7.91 


67.30 

\ — « 


9.91 


87 


Total Variability 


A6.08 


. 11. 33 


46.90 


14.05 


-.20 


^. — ' ' ■ 

Column Variability 


" 27.66 i 


8.31 


27.40 


8.85 


.09/ 


Row Variability ^ 


18.62 


5. 34 


19.50 


6.29 


-.46\ ; 


Distribution 


112.32 • 


25.65 


107.38 " 


13.78 


.60 \ 


No- 5's' 


15.28 ' 


10 . 30 


15.00 


7.91 


.08 


No. i^'s 


23.6'4 


6. 65 


26.80 


- 6.05 


. -1 . 39 


No. 3's 


21.78 


8.96 


19 . 70 


' 7.69 


.68 


No. 2's 


17.92^. 


7.24 


24.90 ^ 


7.52., 


-2.77** 


No. I's 


17.78 


s 8.58 


13.70 


.6.64 


1.44 


Defensive Positive^ 


51.14 


'.10.68 


50.90 


^ao.92 


.06 


General Maladjustinent 


95.78 


-8.38 


89.70 


' 11.20 


1.98* 


Psychosis ^ 


47.32 


6.47 


51.70 


7.45 


-1.91 


Personality Disorder 


71.64 


1] .31 


"71.90 


12.47 


-.07 


NeuroBls' 


81.96 


10.54 


81.70 


10.95 


.07 - 


Personality Integration 


9.48 


3.20 


12.30 


4.37 


-2.39* / 


No. of Deviant Signs*** 


k—- 











*Sig. at .05 Level \ - ^ 
1^ **Sig. at .01 Level \ 
I ***Not Scored for Original Sample 
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' A COMI'AurSON, OK ST/ ANDHKWS I'llK'niYTKin AN r.OI.IyW.lMlANDI CAl'I'I- 1) 
STUDENT SAMPLE ^ITH- M^BlLr. HOME PKOJECT PART1(:^PANTS 
\^ ' on THE TENNESSEE S^LF-CONCEPT SCALE EOS^J-TEST 

■ ' ■ ■ tAule v. 



N-50 



1 



N-IO'' 



■ I' » • 


Means-:! 


S.D. 's 


< 1 .1 
Means^ 


Sip', 's 




• SclfrCrltlcisiD 


37.79* 


5.5^ 


33.90 


5.36 


, ^ 1.93 


True/False ^ 


, _ 1 . 05 


.19 , 

• — >■ ■ n 


L.09 




-.95 


i^e L ''i'Qn X X 1 C L 


^ u / 


R AO 


. Xil 


Q 1 ^ 




Total Conflict 


/ 29^^27 


9.84 


26.90r 




.68 


Total Poslti^ve ^ . 


3^1.55 


:J2.05 ^ 


338.89 


r^23.84 


.2A 


Identity " 


125.03 


■ 11.45' 


"121^60 


' 8. 37 


/ .87^ 


Self-Satisfaction 


106.55 


r 12.58 


107.70 


, li.^9 


-126 , 


Behavior 


llOiilO 


12.22, 


t 109.60 


■ 7.41 


C .12- 


FHysical Self 


66^79 


7.2.3 ^ 


67^30 . 


6.16 


-.20 


''Moral-Ethica^l Self 


70.21 


' 8.32 


67.80 , 


6.99 


.82 


Personal Self 


^ 65.38 


7.83 


a8 . 60 % 


3.65 


-1-.25 • 


Family Self j 


70.69 


8.76 


67.20 


8.38 


1.10 


Social -Self ^ 


68.55 


8.12 


68.00 


6.75 


.19 


Total Variability 


A5.83 


11.60 


36. 6Q 


• 10.13 


2,23* 


Column Variability 


27. A5 


7.53 


19.30 


8.87 


2.82** 


Row Variability 


18. 38 


6. 34 


15. AO 


A'. 38 


1.37 


Distribution 


108. 76 


29.46 


102. AO 


16.56 

- ^ ^ — - 


.6A 


no • D B ' 


,1 /, 7Q 




JLU . jU 


o . /u 




No • 4 ' s 


25.31 


8.28 


32 30 


7*16 


-2 37* 


No. 3's 


22.34 


11.84 


19.40 


6 . 75 


- .74 


No. 2's- 


19.59 


8.76 


26.50 


6.00 


-2.30 


No. I's : 


16.34 


10.31 


11 .30 


4.94 


1.48 


Defensive Positive 


50.82 


9.39 


55.20 • 


9.35 


-1.27 


General Maladjustment 


94.69 


9.69 


91.70 


, 8.34 


.87, 


Psychosis 


47.65 


7.40 


49.80 


4.66 


-.86 


Personality Disorder 


73.96 


9.99 


73.00 


;12.04 V 


.25 


Neurosis.^^ 


81.72 


Altf-31 - 


84 . 70 


7. 9.13 


-.81 


Personality Integration 


' 10.31 


-4.56 


13.00 


5.27 


-1.55 


No. of Deviant Signs*** 













*.05 tevel of Slg. 
**.01 Levd of Slg. 
***Not Scored for or original Sample 

. \ ■ . ' ■ 




> 
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A* COMPARISON OF TtlF^ MpniU-.- HOME IMIO.II-CT. rAllTlCirANTS , • 

' , ON iiiEJ^ijJiimvE"aii:bys:r - jMiLH'osr Tiisf . 



TABLE VI 

\ . 

N=10 Pre, 
Means f.D.'s. 



Mcan& 



N=<(.0 Post I > 
nsl S.D. *s "t" 



Number Chac^^ ' y 


111.^0 , 


1^0.70 


410 ! 90 • 


30.24 


1 

m 


PeCensiVe ^^/^ * ' 1 


■ ' .18.^40 


•'b.94 


18.50 


5.46 


. -.03^ 


Favorable Adjectives / 


50.20 ^ 


/. 18.94 


•57.30 •. 


15.34 


•( T.14 


Unfavoral)le Jldiectlue^ 
, .3^^ A ■ -^4 


9 .60 


.6c. 34 


9.80- 


5.87 


( -.07 




Self-*ConfIdence . / 


9.10 


6.90 


^9.10 


. 6.54 


^ .00 


.Sclf-Coidyjol \ {j \ 


* < 


• 6.10 ' . 


'3.60 


/ 5.38 , 


-.27 ; 


Lablldky: ^ ' / 


' . sl0.50 


3.72 . 


♦11.30 * 


, ' 3.97 ' 


-.46 


'T^ersonal Adjustment/ 


0 . 10.50 


' 4.92' - 


10.30/ 


6.05 ' 


- .08 


'Achievement ^/ 


> 12.20 


6.74 

^ — 


' LI .50 


5.70. '■ 


.25 


' » ( 


11 in 


7 9n 






~ . JO 


17 n /1 1 1 1^ sin ^ A 




7n 
3 . /u 


7 AH 
. a 


> P- -^^ 


~ .U*4 ' 


Vll QcF 




!> . Jo 


a /. n 
6.^0 




/. 7 


Intraceotlon v 


13 70 




1^ 20 


S.55 


21 


Nurturance 


16 00 


8 83 


17 80 

X / . Ov 


7 88 




Affiliatldn 


22.89^ 


8.58 


23.00 


7.33 




Heterosexuallty 


9.90 


4.95 


10.00 


4.29 


-.05 


Exhibition 


4.50 


7.86 


5.60 


8.4 7. 


-.30 


Autonomy 


5.00 


4.34 


5.10 


4.72 


• -.05 


Aggression 


-10. po 


9,02 


-8.90 ' 


6.21 . 


-.32 ' 


Change * 


7.70 


5.48 ^ 


7.40 


4.72 . 


.13 


Succdrance 


.30 


3.83' ' 


-.40 


4.95 . 


.35 


Abasement 


-1.90 ^ 


5.78 


-3.10 


5.54 ■ 


.47. . 


Deference - 


. 20 


5.67 


.70 


5.21 




Readiness for Counseling 


-4'. 60 J 1L.46 . 


-4.40 


8.93 





*.05 Level of Slg 
**. 01 Level of Sig 
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Jucstionnalrc for Handicapped P'rojoct Group 



V 



Did your activiits^es of daily llvingi' change much as Jrou moved into a Mobile 
Home? ' If so, In whaC\way. Please describe In as much detail as possible^ 



V 




. J 

. / 



J 



Did you feel any loss of self-confidence during or shortly after your 
move and did your confidence increase as you found some of thd problems 
yyu anticipated resolved? 



\ 



Append I iJ 



Prolect Participants 
Sit. Andrews Handicapped Students 



Occupant A ' * 

' • Female^ 22 yearff^ of age, resident of North Carolina. Dlsabili ^ 
'classified as paraplegia ' dufe to birth defect- Uses wheel c4iftir 
inost of the tlmeT btut can use forearm crutches- for short:'tlinc 




^ perlod/3^. . ^ 



1 



s. 

Occupant B , 

Male, 21 years of ag4, resident of Virginia. - Disability classi- 
fied as paraplegia (C-7) due to pQliontyel it ies . Restricted to 
wheelchair,' full use of upper ^extremities . . 

O^c upant C • 

Male, 22 years of age, resident of Georgia. Disability classi- 
fied as paraplegia (C-6/7) due to poliomyelities. Restricted to 

wheelchair,, full use of one arm, weakness in one arm. 

i 

f 

Occupant, D 

- Male, 25 years of age, resident of North Carolina. Disability 
classified as quadriplegia due to diving accident- Restricted 
to wheelchair, uses an electric chai^r exclusively,^ no use ^:^£^ 
lower extremities, liirtited use of arms and bands- 



Occupant E I' ' ' 

Female, 24 years of^ag^, resident of North Carolina. Disability 
classified as tjuadriplegia due to poliomyelities- Restricted to 
wheelchair, uses electric chair exclusively, no use of lower ex- 
tremities, deformed left hand and right arm. 



Occupant F 



Female, 22 years of age, resident of Connecticut* Disability 
classified as quadriplegia (C-5/6) due to diving accident. 



/ Restricted to wheelchair, uses, an electric wheelchair vast 

'n«Jc)rl.ty of tho tliie* No <jse of lower exLremlLlos, llinlied^us^ 
of arms and hands. 1 

Occ^jant G • , ^ • 

^Female, 2'3 y^eara of age, ; res/dent 6f Nor th 'Caroi in^. liClte^ 
• use of all four extremities dufeT to'i)i.rth defect. Ambulatory' with 
; the use of crutches fo^ short perdods- of time, relies biv manual' 
wheelchair majority of each day. "m* v * ^ . 

Occut)ant H . / \' 

' , Female; 21 years of age, resident af Virginia. Disability ' 
classified as quadrlplegia , all Extremities involved with 
deforn/ed. trunk* Restricted to yheelchair, uses an electric"^ 

_ chair exclusively, 

' ' /' ■ . 

Occupant I 

Male, 2A years of age, resident of Florida. Disability classified 
as paraplegia due to. poliomyelities. Restricted to wheelchair, no 
use 'of lower extremities, muscular weakness in left shoulder. 



Occupant J 

Female, 23 years of age, resident of North Carolina. Disability- 
classified as quadrlplegia due to central brain damage as a result 
of Injury in an automobile accident. Limited use of aljl extremi- 
ties. Uses a manual wheelchair for short periods of time', relies 
on an electric wheelchair the vast majority of time. 



A 




